Bear Howard, 12/21/76 

There are sermond in the Bulletin 11/26 and Inquirer 7/27 stories allegedly on 
Oswald in %xieo. 

There are also a few subtle and successful exploits in semantics. 

Ind what a commentary on the pseudo Ben Hecht types in the press, beginning with 
Em -Kessler and the Post, which went for a non-stmy, as you know. 

phillip s was not clever. Others were stupid and uninformed. I have been loaded on 
Phillips for quite some time* 

%ye you seen a single story that says he was Oil station chief at the time Oswald 
was there? ®o, instead a bullshit story is floated through or by Tad Sculz saying tha t. 

1. Howard Hunt was when he was not* 

The key sentence in reading Phillips and the utter incompetence surround m™, his 
statements and his committee appearance is (Ball® 11/26) "I know of no evidence which 
establishes that Oswald was encouraged by either embassy to kill President Kennedy, 
ind I remain convinced that they did not. " 

"Remain** is a lie, but I’ll go no farthur on that now. 

There are evasive formulations throughout this but lateh onto "embassy." Of 
course if the Russians or Cubans were up to such a think, as neither was or for 
their own purposes would not have been, they’d not - ever- have done it through 
an embassy. 

But how afeout agents? 

What is the lead of the Inquirer 11/27? Again watch words elosely* 

The CIA denied yesterday that it had a report of a meeting between ^*ee -Harvey 
Oswald and Cuban agents before President John F, Kennedy’s assassination." 

Here you fatere "agents" but in a different period, not before. How about after? 

Xes, after - the D nonsense. 

And who filed these reports? You guess it first time: Phillips. 

I have then, I want no attention to them because I have plans for them. 

What you do not know I learned Thursday, that this non-story, part old part false, 
cost the Post six months of Ron "Kessler’s time. His arrogance is incredible. He phoned 
me two nights before Ms story appeared. ±t was out 11/26. phoned me 11/23. He asked 
about a name I did not reeognize and did not bother to write down. I told him that I 
would not steal what he was working on, that 1 no longer could rmemeber all the names, 
and that maybe I knew what could be helpful to him and the Post - to try me. He demurred* 

I let it go and they egged their face badly, twice in two official tries. 

The committee jackassed it even worse, rushing to call x hillips in and launch not 
only a new propaganda line on these fake stories but to make a stoek of itself 

by flying down to Mexico for interviews that were on the one hand premature (they did not 
know what to ask) and on the other silly, panes flying two ways. They could and should 
have called the witnesses to Washington. 

The disinformation was successful. 


Best, 



